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eventually becoming the president of
the largest labor union in the United
States of America.

He had an unrivaled sense of grit and
determination that was paired with a
deeply-held belief in the dignity of all
work, and the rights of all workers. It
was this combination that led him to
spend his whole life fighting to ensure
that every American worker has access
to the wages, safety, healthcare, and fi-
nances that they deserve.

Rich spent every day pushing to en-
sure that the American worker could
build a good and honorable middle
class life through their own hard work.
You could feel it when you spent time
with him. He was just somebody who
cared deeply about the people around
him, and then making sure everyone’s
best days were ahead of them.

He was innovative and forward-
thinking, constantly working to build
an AFL-CIO for the 21st century. In
fact, I argue that the AFL-CIO and the
modern labor movement are what they
are because of Mr. Trumka. The hard-
working women and men of labor are
better off, and our country is better off
because of the legacy that he leaves be-
hind.

He, in many ways, is irreplaceable
and will be deeply missed by so many
men and women across our country for
so0 many years to come. We will never
forget him. Madam Speaker, I ask my
colleagues to join me in remembering a
great leader, Richard Trumka.

Mr. LEVIN of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, I want to end, in the spirit of
Rich Trumka, by thanking my legisla-
tive assistant, Meseret Araya, for
doing an amazing job of organizing this
Special Order and thanking all the
staff who work the floor of the House
of Representatives for doing such an
amazing job of keeping this place run-
ning.

Madam Speaker, I want to say to
Barbara and the whole Trumka family
that we are so grateful to you for shar-
ing this person with us, with the mine
workers union and with all the unions
of the AFL-CIO, and with all the work-
ers of America and of this world.

Rich, we love you. You will be in our
hearts forever. Madam Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mrs. DINGELL. Madam Speaker, we lost a
steadfast leader for hard-working families and
people across the country in Richard Trumka.

A union worker himself, serving as the
President of the United Mine Workers of
America before becoming the President of
AFL-CIO, he was a giant among labor leaders
and advocates and never once backed down
from fighting for workers’ rights and speaking
truth to power.

A steadfast champion for income equality,
stronger benefits, and robust protections on
the job, he knew that fighting for workers not
only uplifts working families but drives our
economy forward.

His commitment to a fair and just society
that is built upon the foundation of a strong
middle class and provides for each subse-
quent generation of workers remains unparal-
leled.
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His passing is a profound loss for this
movement, but his life and his determination
serve as a role model for all of us to continue
his critical work and remain dedicated to em-
powering and supporting workers and their
families across the United States.

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Speaker, today, we
honor the life of a fearless labor leader, Rich-
ard Trumka. With his recent passing, the
working people of America lost an outspoken,
powerful voice.

Mr. Trumka dedicated his life and career to
serving American workers. From his early
days as a staff attorney for the United Mine
Workers of America and throughout his tenure
as President of the American Federation of
Labor and Congress of Industrial Organiza-
tions, he was a consistent champion for social
and economic justice, fair wages, and safe
working conditions—and our nation is better
for it.

During my time in Congress, | had the
pleasure of meeting with Mr. Trumka on sev-
eral occasions to discuss the challenges fac-
ing American families and union workers, and
to explore the ways in which we could lift up
all people. He was a fierce advocate for poli-
cies that had the power to produce real,
meaningful results that would improve count-
less lives.

Now more than ever, as our country and our
economy grapple with the devastating effects
of the COVID-19 pandemic, we will miss Mr.
Trumka ’s presence in the fight to fully recover
from the economic downturn and difficulties
we’ve experienced, but we will never stop the
work he started. The way to honor his memory
is by empowering workers and the unions that
represent them.

| offer my sincerest condolences to the fam-
ily, friends, colleagues, and loved ones of Mr.
Trumka during this time.

Mr. KAHELE. Madam Speaker, Mr. Richard
Trumka blessed our nation with leadership,
courage, and dignity, fighting for working men
and women throughout his life. Born into a
coal mining family in Nemacolin, Pennsyl-
vania, near Pittsburg, Richard never forgot his
working-class roots.

At the age of 19, Richard followed the foot-
steps of his father and grandfather—straight
into the mine shafts, alternating several
months below ground and several months in
school. He graduated from Pennsylvania State
and received a law degree from Villanova.
Then for 13 years, he led the United Mine
Workers of America as its elected president
before bringing his staunch advocacy to the
AFL-CIO, first as its secretary-treasurer, then
as its president.

Many will remember Richard as a leader
who opened the door of opportunity for mil-
lions of Americans. |, too, will remember Rich-
ard in the same vein. Today, Hawaii’s working
men and women share more of the nation’s
wealth because of Richard’s leadership at the
AFL-CIO.

| will also remember Richard for his fight for
social and racial justice when in the early
1980s, he took a strong stand in solidarity with
Black mineworkers in South Africa. Richard
chaired the U.S. Boycott Committee, mobilized
the support of other unions, and rallied opposi-
tion to apartheid. He urged the AFL-CIO to
support the boycott against the Royal Dutch
Shell, who, as he explained, was a critical
multinational corporation propping up the
South African government.
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At a 1988 rally in Chicago, Richard stated
that “true labor solidarity cannot be limited by
national boundaries or the color of a person’s
skin. My opposition to apartheid comes not
only from my personal beliefs and values, but
is also deeply rooted in the history of my
union.”

Richard was a true traditional union leader
who fought for economic, social, and racial
justice for all. Richard stood for true solidarity.
Looking upon us from above, Richard just
might be saying, “Don’t mourn, Organize!”
Aloha oe, Richard. Mahalo for devoting your
life to uplifting the lives of all Americans and
working people throughout the world.

Mr. NORCROSS. Madam Speaker, today |
pay tribute to my late friend, Rich Trumka.

Rich was a labor giant who dedicated his
life to fighting for workers and giving them a
voice.

His death was a huge and sudden loss for
all of us, especially the working people of this
country—even those who never knew him.

Rich was a friend to all, and many of us
were lucky enough to know him personally.

| first met Rich at an AFL meeting in Cherry
Hill, NJ, when | was a labor leader in South
Jersey, and he was raising money for
coalminers on strike back in the 80s.

From there, | was lucky to work with Rich
for three decades, from his time with the
Mineworkers to his leadership at AFL-CIO.

Rich improved the lives of workers by lead-
ing winning battles across the nation to secure
better benefits, higher wages, and safer work-
ing conditions.

His memory will live on as he has set the
stage for workers to lead the way in the eco-
nomic recovery.

Specifically, Rich was a big proponent of the
PRO Act, and now we will work to honor his
legacy and ensure this critical piece of legisla-
tion becomes law. Because of Rich Trumka,
the labor movement will forever be changed
for the better.

We will continue to push forward and follow
the path he paved for so many.

His steadfast leadership and powerful voice
will be missed by all who had the honor to
work with him.

My condolences go to his family, loved
ones, and all who knew him.

————

VACCINATION MANDATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. RoY) for 30
minutes.

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, I appre-
ciate my colleagues’ tribute to Mr.
Trumka. Whether or not we always
agree with every issue, it is always
great to see a life that is being honored
here on the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives. I appreciate that.

I appreciate his sentiments about
staff and the hard work the staff car-
ries out each and every day here on the
floor of the House of Representatives,
as well as in each of our offices. I join
my colleague in each of those things.

Madam Speaker, I would note that in
the context of supporting workers, sup-
porting the people across this country
who are indeed engaging right now in
many respects in saying no and strik-
ing and deciding that they are not
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going to participate, I would say a lot
of that has to do, unfortunately, with
the mandates that have been pressed
on workers by the efforts of the Presi-
dent of the United States, President
Biden, and an illegal and unconstitu-
tional requirement that employers vac-
cinate their workers, or those workers
might be forced to lose their job.

This has very real consequences. We
have seen thousands of workers across
this country protesting. Police mem-
bers walking out. Firefighters walking
out. Teachers walking out. People in
industries and airlines and places
across the country walking out.
Nurses. Nurses, who were serving this
country on the front lines during the
pandemic last year when we didn’t
know all that was going on, and now
they are being forced to decide to quit
because of an unconscionable, illegal,
unnecessary, unconstitutional mandate
by the President of the United States.
The government is forcing its citizens
to make these tough choices.

Madam Speaker, I have a dear friend
who lives in Alabama, and she said to
me: I had a long talk with a doctor,
and he is not anti-vax by any stretch,
he has had this vaccine. He is con-
cerned. I am concerned. This is from
my friend: I have been a decade-plus
living with multiple sclerosis, and I am
not in any way anxious to provoke an
immune response by getting the vac-
cination.

But now she is being forced to decide
whether or not she can continue to
teach. She just wants to teach. And
now the university for which she works
is saying she must get vaccinated or
you are going to lose your job. Now,
you say, well, just go seek an accom-
modation.

Listen to what the geniuses at the
university at which she works sent out
as their accommodation. To be eligible
for possible exception, you must first
establish that your refusal to be vac-
cinated is based upon a sincere belief
that it is religious in nature. A refusal
to be vaccinated does not qualify for an
exception if it is based upon personal
preference, concerns about the possible
effects of the vaccine—I want to pause
for a second—concerns about the pos-
sible effects of the vaccine does not
qualify for an exception.

Yet, my friend, may now seek a reli-
gious exception because she has reli-
gious concerns about it. But she also
has very real concerns as an MS sur-
vivor, someone dealing and living with
MS. She is having to make a call about
what is in her best interest. She is a
mother of three children. Two of her
children have had issues and reactions,
arguably, attached to different vac-
cinations in the past.

And never before in the history of the
United States of America has the Fed-
eral Government gone out and issued
an edict from Washington demanding
that the American people get vac-
cinated. Think about that. Never be-
fore in our history. It hasn’t happened.
Yes, it can happen in our military, al-
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though we should be careful about it.
Nobody should get dishonorably dis-
charged. Nobody should get discharged.

It has happened at places where the
Federal Government has a direct im-
pact on the employment of an indi-
vidual. But all of these decisions have
been left to local and State govern-
ments, local schools, local hospitals.

But no, no, President Biden in his in-
finite wisdom, such as that may be, has
suggested now by mandate that every-
body get vaccinated and every business
must vaccinate their employees.

The fact of the matter is, we are now
almost 600 days in to the 15 days to
slow the spread. The government lying
to its citizens, continuing to move the
goalpost of normalcy, moving it fur-
ther away.

Now the President wants a 97 percent
vaccination rate, which he completely
made up and pulled out of thin air,
which is pretty much the entire defini-
tion of his entire incompetent, absurd
Presidency.

The government of this country de-
rives its just powers from the governed.
The government of this country derives
its power from the consent of the gov-
erned. And, thankfully, brave Ameri-
cans across this country are standing
up every day and telling this President
to pound sand. They happen to be using
a different colloquialism.

Southwest Airlines pilots spoke out
and they just scrapped the plan to put
unvaccinated employees out of work.

In-N-Out Burger. ‘“We refuse to be-
come the vaccination police for any
government.” God bless them. Go get
an In-and-Out burger.

General Electric employees of Green-
ville, South Carolina, walk out over a
vaccination mandate.

A New York hospital stopped deliv-
ering babies as workers quit over a vac-
cine mandate.

Washington State employees quit,
1,900 of them fired over a vaccine man-
date.

A trooper tells Governor Inslee in
Washington to Kkiss my—fill in the
blank—in the final sign-off before a
vaccine mandate.

Seattle first responders.

Parents in California protest student
vaccine mandates.

Vaccine opponents protest outside
Stormont Vail following hospital’s
shot requirement.

A Wyoming teenager was arrested
after refusing to wear a mask on school
grounds, family says.

Well, God bless these individuals
across this country who are telling this
President to pound sand, and telling
any Governor, or any member of the
government in their State or local
community exercising tyranny over
their freedom as Americans to make
the choices that they think are correct
in their lives to pound sand.

But why are we in this position,
Madam Speaker?

As I sit here, with rapt attention
from all of the Members of Congress
who are in here having a robust debate
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about the future of our country, as op-
posed to being out, say, having steak
dinners with whoever the heck they are
having dinners with in this town, and I
ask: Why are we in this position? Why
are we here?

Last week we discovered with very
clear terms that Dr. Fauci misled
Americans during questioning from
RAND PAUL in two different Health
Committee hearings.

Dr. Fauci said on May 11, 2021: “With
all due respect, you are entirely and
completely incorrect,” speaking to Dr.
PAUL. “The NIH has not ever and does
not now fund gain-of-function research
in the Wuhan Institute of Virology.”

Later, “However, I will repeat again,
the NIH and NIAID categorically has
not funded gain-of-function research to
be conducted in the Wuhan Institute of
Virology.”

In a July 11, 2021 hearing, Fauci said:
‘““Senator PAUL, I have never lied before
the Congress, and I do not retract that
statement. This paper’—that you are
referring to—‘‘was judged by qualified
staff up and down the chain as not
being gain-of-function.”
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But what do we now know?

We know that NIH did, in fact, fund
gain of function research at the Wuhan
lab. EcoHealth Alliance ‘‘manipulated
a coronavirus to generate up to 10,000
times the viral load, violating provi-
sions of its National Institutes of
Health contract that forbade unregu-
lated research that could make a dis-
ease significantly more dangerous or
transmissible.”

That quote was in the rightwing con-
spiracy media paper Roll Call.

My Republican colleagues on the
Oversight and Reform Committee re-
ceived a letter from NIH that con-
firmed that EcoHealth Alliance, which
received money from NIAID, violated
the terms of their NIH grant because
they made the virus more deadly to hu-
manized mice.

In a September letter to me, Dr.
Fauci said that because the research at
Wuhan was not anticipated to be gain
of function, it was approved.

But why then did the Defense Ad-
vance Research Project Agency, known
in this town as DARPA, reject similar
research due to gain of function con-
cerns?

The NIH had a definition of gain of
function on its web page which was
available as recently as October 19, just
a couple of days ago, it has now been
changed entirely.

Why would it be changed?

Why would the NIH change their gain
of function web pages this week?

Could it be that Dr. Fauci was caught
last week in his exchange by Dr. RAND
PAUL, my friend, the Senator?

Now they don’t even say gain-of-
function research on the website. They
took it off. It now says EPPP research.
Now it says instead of—the term gain-
of-function research describes a type of
research that modifies the biological
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agent so that it confers a new or en-
hanced activity to that agent.

It now says, on limited occasions,
when justified by compelling public
health need and conducted in very high
biosecurity laboratories, NIH has sup-
ported certain research that may be
reasonably anticipated to create trans-
fer or use— Come on.

Madam Speaker, do you want to
know why the American people don’t
believe their government?

They shouldn’t. They shouldn’t,
Madam Speaker. They shouldn’t be-
lieve the lies that are coming out of
our national health leaders that are en-
dangering the American people as Dr.
Fauci’s lies have been doing for the
better part of 18 months.

Why trust an NIH that is by defini-
tion not being truthful?

Even if Dr. Fauci wants to hide be-
hind the technicalities of the defini-
tions of gain of function, why couldn’t
he with an ounce of humility—and even
an ounce of humility—go before the
Senate committee and say: Do you
know what, Senator PAUL? I am trou-
bled by how much funding has been
going into these research efforts at the
Wuhan Institute. Do you know what,
Dr. PAUL? I have got concerns because
I didn’t know for sure what EcoHealth
Alliance was doing.

But here is the problem with that. An
NIH spokesperson told Vanity Fair
that Dr. Fauci was ‘‘entirely truthful”
in his statements to Congress.

Oh, thank you, NIH spokesperson.

And that he did not have the progress
report that detailed the controversial
research at the time he testified in
July. Okay, pause.

At this point I would at least expect
the good Dr. Fauci to have the humil-
ity to say: Hey, this is troubling. I
don’t know that our research led to
COVID-19, but I know that we have
been funding now, I know now we have
been funding research that is in the
ZIP Code of gain of function.

DARPA wouldn’t even do it. The ar-
rogance of this guy is that he is never
going to admit that. He doesn’t want to
admit that he is wrong. He doesn’t
want to admit that NIH is neck-deep in
this stuff because it is just straight up
arrogance. That is why the American
people have had it and they don’t be-
lieve him. They don’t believe NIH.

But it goes on further. EcoHealth Al-
liance appeared to contradict that
claim. It said in a statement: ‘““These
data were reported as soon as we were
made aware, in our year 4 report in
April 2018.”

Now, let me be clear, as a former
Federal prosecutor, I don’t know the
facts. I don’t know if EcoHealth pre-
sented that data in 2018. We will look
into it. That is my job here. But I can
promise you one thing, Madam Speak-
er, my Democratic colleagues on the
other side of the aisle aren’t going to
look into it because they don’t care be-
cause this has never been about health.
This has never been about truth. This
has always been about power.
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Well, rather than just focusing on the
NIH, why don’t we take a minute to
focus on the CDC, another one of these
august national health organizations
to which we are supposed to bow down
and say, please tell me what I must do
for my own health and the well-being
of my family?

After facing backlash for saying the
Federal Government was looking into a
vaccine mandate, Centers for Disease
Control Director Walensky took to
Twitter to say that there would be no
Federal vaccine mandate on July 30,
2021. I guess President Biden didn’t get
the memo? Oh. It is not a Federal vac-
cine mandate. I am just saying busi-
nesses or you are a contractor with the
Federal Government, then you must do
it if you have over 100 employees.

Well, tell all that to my friends and
the people around this country who are
right now facing the decision of giving
up their livelihood and not having a
paycheck because they want to make
the best decision for themselves or
their families.

My friend with MS who doesn’t want
to get a jab and wants to teach is being
told she cannot because President
Biden and the Federal Government is
holding Federal contracts over the
head of a State university which is too
gutless and cowardly to tell the Fed-
eral Government to pound sand. That
State—a southern State—should be ab-
solutely ashamed of itself. That State
should be telling the Federal Govern-
ment to go straight to you know
where.

The CDC takes an absurd all-or-noth-
ing approach to the vaccine. For exam-
ple, if a teenager recovers from a
COVID-19 infection and is immune and
this teenager receives one vaccine
causing hospitalization for myocar-
ditis, the Centers for Disease Control
suggests getting a second dose of the
vaccine once the heart has recovered.

Do you know what, Madam Speaker?

The CDC director can go straight to
hell. If that is my son or daughter, no
way. No way.

The CDC should be ashamed of itself
for doing this, absolutely ashamed of
itself. Go talk to the parents of those
who have died. Go talk to the families
of the moms who aren’t here.

I am not sitting here suggesting that
I know in my infinite wisdom what is
best for every American in terms of
getting a shot. I don’t know. I am not
a doctor. But what I am is a Congress-
man, and a Representative who swore
an oath to the Constitution of the
United States that I would stand up to
secure the blessings of liberty so that
every American can make the decision
for himself or herself as to whether or
not they take any medicine.

Again, never in the history of the
United States have we had a Federal
mandate from a President who doesn’t,
frankly, know east from west come
down here and tell us that we have got
to take a shot.

The CDC refuses to talk about nat-
ural immunity.

H5925

Why?

Why will the CDC not talk about nat-
ural immunity?

In fact, they point to an inconclusive
study that prompted the director to
say: “‘If you have had COVID-19 before,
please still get vaccinated.”

There are at least 89 studies that af-
firm natural immunity is effective and
long-lasting from a prior infection, yet
our public health experts are uninter-
ested. I have to go to studies in Israel.
I have to go look at studies in the
United Kingdom in order to get facts
about natural immunity.

Now, why would that be?

Surely it is not because anybody is
self-interested or financially interested
in how much these pharmaceutical
companies are making throwing vac-
cines at every American.

A U.K. office for national statistics
report published Monday found those
who catch the delta variant are around
71 percent less likely to test positive
again, 4 points higher than double vac-
cinated individuals.

I am not saying you want to go catch
the virus, Madam Speaker, but if you
have had the virus, then you may not
want to get the vaccine. And yet our
scientists, scientists whom we now
know to be less than truthful, refuse to
acknowledge the benefits of natural
immunity.

What about the FDA?

Can we trust the FDA?

The FDA still has an image of a
horse tagged with a web page saying:
“Why you should not use ivermectin to
treat or prevent COVID-19.”

Doctors have been denied ivermectin
and have not been able to get access to
this treatment which has proven effec-

tive, at least to some, in treating
COVID.

Again, what happened to right-to-
try?

What happened to the ability to go to
the doctor of your choice, Madam
Speaker?

Dr. Pierre Kory conducted an anal-
ysis of randomized controlled treat-
ment trials of ivermectin used against
COVID and found statistically signifi-
cant reductions of mortality. Our FDA
and CDC are preventing patients from
receiving ivermectin. Now, I got a pre-
scription for ivermectin. So did my
wife. We each went to go get it filled.
It is not horse medicine. I didn’t roll
down to Tractor Supply Company,
which I go to often, to go get supplies
for the land on which I live. And, yes,
I have seen the ivermectin in the cabi-
net at Tractor Supply Company. No,
this was a prescription for pills of
ivermectin that we wanted to have on
supply in case we thought we needed it.

So we go down to get it filled at a
pharmacy, CVS, and the first time my
wife went down there they whispered in
the back. They said, oh, we can’t do
that. We can’t fill that prescription.

Well, finally one person came in and
overrode and said, look, do they have a
prescription? Oh, yeah. Well, then, go
ahead and fill it.
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So they filled the prescription. Then
I go down to get the prescription filled
that I got a few weeks later, and they
wouldn’t fill it. I went to another phar-
macy, and they wouldn’t fill it. Fi-
nally, I went to a third one, and we got
it filled.

Why is that? Why is that?

The FDA has delayed the Merck
COVID-19 pill likely until 2022. Now,
some of my research has shown people
out there questioning why we need the
Merck pill, and maybe this is just an-
other way to have another pharma-
ceutical company make a bunch of
money on the back of COVID, but I
also have a lot of smart doctors who
are talking about the Merck pill as a
potentially highly beneficial pill.

Well, why can’t we just all agree to
right-to-try?

We are in the middle of a pandemic
where people are getting sick, and indi-
viduals can’t go try this medicine be-
cause we are waiting on the FDA and
all the geniuses to go through every
possible scenario despite very positive
returns on the initial tests?

Remdesivir was so effective in its
phase 3 randomized control trial that
researchers stopped accepting new par-
ticipants, no COVID patient who re-
ceived the drug died compared with
eight deaths in the placebo group.
When a drug shows to work this well, it
is considered unethical to continue to
give sick subjects a placebo. The gov-
ernment has even prepurchased 1.7 mil-
lion treatment courses. The medication
doesn’t even require refrigeration and
it’s easy to ship. Yet practicing physi-
cians right now with patients who
might die can’t give this drug to any
sick patient because of regulatory bar-
riers.

So we have mandates that you do
stuff that may not even help in the
slightest bit, Madam Speaker, and
may, in fact, hurt you—mandates—and
we have regulatory barriers preventing
you from being able to figure out how
to go take care of yourself or your
loved ones.

Again, I am not saying whether I
think that drug is particularly effica-
cious or not. I don’t know. I am not a
doctor. But what I am is someone who
can read. What I am is someone who
believes in freedom. And what I am is
someone who believes, Madam Speak-
er, that you should be able to go to the
doctor of your choice and make a deci-
sion for you and your family with the
best information available and a right-
to-try.

What about HHS as a whole?

Can we trust HHS?

After watching all the debacle that
has been NIH, Dr. Fauci, and gain-of-
function research; after watching what
we have seen with the CDC and refusal
to look at natural immunity; after
looking at what we have seen with re-
spect to the FDA and slow-walking
drugs and access and hiding and obfus-
cating those drugs which may be bene-
ficial to people; how about the HHS
now limiting the State of Texas’ abil-
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ity to receive monoclonal antibody
treatments?

I was on a conference call with HHS
leadership saying, why are you cutting
our supply in half?

Monoclonal antibody treatments are
working.

I said, tell me what—tell me, give me
the amount that is currently in inven-
tory, give me the amount that can be
produced on a weekly or a daily basis
by the companies that can manufac-
ture it, and then tell me what you be-
lieve the demand is and why you are
standing in the way of the orders that
we are putting in in Texas to try to
take care of our folks or Florida or any
other State?

They wouldn’t and couldn’t answer
the question because it wasn’t about
the math. I pressed them. I asked a sec-
ond question. I got back in queue on
the whatever, Zoom call—or I think it
was an audio conference call—I got
back in and asked again, and they
wouldn’t answer because it wasn’t
about the math. It wasn’t about the
numbers. It was about going after
Texas and Florida and saying, you are
not going to get monoclonal antibody
treatments.
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The week of September 13, 2021,
Texas received 23,640 doses. This week,
Texas is receiving 11,400 doses, more
than a 51 percent decrease.

There is no reason for the Federal
Government to be standing in the way
of a State being able to work with
their doctors to meet demand to save
lives. The only reason is the power play
of people who are absolutely so arro-
gantly full of their own views of the
world that they want to press them
upon the American people, as does Dr.
Fauci, as does CDC Director Walensky,
as does the leadership at the FDA,
HHS, generally.

These are the health experts, by the
way, who also endorsed mass house ar-
rest of Americans by locking down, the
lockdowns. Remember 15 days to slow
the spread? What a joke.

The lockdowns deteriorated people’s
mental health and inflicted more dam-
age on women and girls.

Among adolescents aged 12 to 17, the
average number of visits to an emer-
gency room for suspected suicide at-
tempts was 22 percent higher during
2020 and 39 percent higher during the
winter of 2021 than the corresponding
period the year before. During last win-
ter, emergency department visits for
suspected suicide attempts were 50 per-
cent higher.

Reporting also shows more than
400,000 fewer child welfare concerns
were reported.

According to CDC data, overdose
deaths killed a record number of Amer-
icans in 2020, almost 100,000 in 2020.

Don’t get me started on the border.
Don’t get me started on fentanyl. Don’t
get me started on the incompetence of
an administration that would allow
people to get abused in the name of
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open borders, saying that it is some-
how compassionate while little girls
get sold into the sex trafficking trade
and fentanyl pours into our commu-
nities and into the lives of our loved
ones and our young people who are
dying by the thousands.

Don’t get me started about the em-
powered cartels. Don’t get me started
about the ranches getting overrun, the
people getting abused, the dead bodies
of migrants in south Texas.

It is all the same thing, and it is all
the same power play by a Federal Gov-
ernment led by a President who wants
to give lip service to doing something
to help this country while playing
woke politics and allowing the Amer-
ican people to get abused and harmed
in the process.

Just as we have seen unfold in
Loudoun County when a little girl, a
ninth-grader, gets raped in a bathroom,
and the father, upset, goes to the
school board meeting and in the school
board meeting dares to speak up and
then is dragged down, bloodied, ar-
rested because he was there to defend
his little girl who got raped by a boy
wearing a skirt in the bathroom of the
high school he sent her to to get edu-
cated.

Then that school board, sweeping
this all aside in the name of wokeness
and political correctness, what do they
do? They ignore it, and then he be-
comes the poster child for so-called do-
mestic terrorism.

Then what happens? Another little
girl gets abused by the same boy at a
different high school in that district in
Loudoun County, Virginia. Leftist
wokeism running our schools with Vir-
ginia Democrats allowing it to happen
because that is what is happening
every single day in the Commonwealth
of Virginia in Loudoun County.

This is the state of our country at
the moment, bowing down to the altar
of woke politics; of the power hungry,
the elite who think they know what is
best for you, the same people who walk
in and say: Parents don’t have a role in
the classroom. Parents don’t have a
role in the schools. Parents don’t have
a say in what is going to be decided in
the school boards.

Nothing could be more un-American.
Nothing could be undermining the fu-
ture of this country more than to sepa-
rate parents from the education of
their children.

Nothing could do more damage to our
country than undermining faith in in-
stitutions because so-called medical
professional experts are telling lies,
distorting the truth; refusing to be
humble, to come forward and say they
don’t know the answer; to be honest
about what taxpayer dollars are going
to fund, what Kkind of research in
China; having the slightest bit of hu-
mility to say maybe we don’t know all
the answers, maybe we should allow
parents, doctors, families to make de-
cisions that are in the best interests of
their children, the best interests of
themselves.
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Madam Speaker, how much time do I
have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 2 minutes remaining.

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, we have
to make a decision about what we are
going to do to carry this country for-
ward. We have to decide whether or not
we are going to give people informa-
tion that they can believe in and trust
and make sure that the institutions
that are running this country, that are
providing information for this country,
can be relied upon.

The American people are waking up.
The American people are waking up to
the lies and the distortions that have
been shoved into their faces by the
media, by the schools, and by the very
people who are supposed to be running
our national healthcare institutions
and providing information that you
can rely upon.

The American people are waking up,
and they are taking back their coun-
try. And the response shouldn’t be, as
it was from the Attorney General of
the United States, to send the FBI in
to go after parents in school boards.
The response shouldn’t be to sweep
aside the concerns of a mom who wants
to teach and has MS and doesn’t want
to get a vaccine and then has to choose
and might get fired.

That should not be the response of a
competent and respectful government.
That should not be the response of a
government that is limited in power
and is supposed to derive its power
from the consent of the governed.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

———
VISION FOR AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
GROTHMAN) for 30 minutes.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Madam Speaker, 1
guess the major topic of the week, and
should be the major topic of the week,
is the infrastructure bill—I am sorry,
the reconciliation bill.

It is tempting when talking about
the reconciliation bill to just talk
about the huge amount of spending
which inevitably is going to be paid for
by the Federal Reserve printing more
money and is inevitably going to result
in an increase in inflation, be it in
housing, be it in food, or, in addition to
housing and food, be it in energy costs.

I hope the American public realizes
what is going on and they are prepared
to pay, at least in the northern part of
the country, their heating bills that
are going to arrive in December and
January or February because it is
going to be a shocker.

But I am a little bit afraid, as we
spend so much time focusing on the in-
evitable inflation, we don’t talk
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enough about the way that the authors
of this bill want to permanently
change America, I feel, for the worst.

First of all, they want a lot more in-
trusive government. In this bill, we
have a provision for hiring over 80,000
IRS agents.

In Wisconsin, when I think of 80,000,
I think of our big stadiums where the
University of Wisconsin plays. I think
it is more than you would fit in the
stadium where the Green Bay Packers
play. And I think, who would want to
hire this many government agents to
monitor the American citizens?

It is kind of a scary thing. What vi-
sion for America do we have here?

We just got done, outside of the in-
frastructure bill, the Biden administra-
tion, trying to monitor transfers of $600
from account to account. Why would
you do that?

I mean, I can only imagine we want
to monitor what charities you give
money to, what politicians you want to
give money to. You want to monitor if
it is the type of church that maybe
isn’t favored by the current adminis-
tration.

Now, finally, they knocked that back
up to $10,000, but you can see the type
of country that this administration
wants.

At a time when, whether you are in
construction, whether you are in man-
ufacturing, whether you are in the
service industries, everybody is
screaming for more people to work, not
only are we going to take 80,000 people
out of the work pool and have them
work for the government monitoring
their fellow citizens, we have a new ci-
vilian climate corps, again, to take
people out of the workforce, not have
them working for, I guess I would say,
the more productive segments of soci-
ety but, instead, a new program.

We have free community college.
Now, I am somebody who is in favor of
technical school. I am as big a fan of
technical schools as there is. But when
you give something away for free, you
are, in essence, telling the 19- and 20-
year-olds that you ought to spend time
taking this thing for free and maybe do
that instead of working, maybe do that
instead of joining the military, maybe
do that instead of getting a job where
the employer trains you to do some-
thing or other.

It is another shift in the power that
the government has in our country.

The next area that I think there is
going to be a big change is you want to
get parents out of their children’s
lives. I particularly don’t like the idea
of having the government care for all 3-
and 4-year-olds.

First of all, it is not effective. Stud-
ies will show that you can teach a 3-
year-old to read or a 5-year-old to read
but, either way, by the time they are 8
or 9, they are all the same.

We do have a problem on inter-
national test scores with other coun-
tries, but the problem isn’t that our
kids are not doing a good job of learn-
ing when they are 4 or 5 going into ele-
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mentary school. Our test scores com-
pared to other countries are actually
very good for fourth graders. It is in
middle school that our students fall be-
hind other countries.

In other words, it is kind of we are in
worse and worse shape the more time
we spend in the schools.

But in any event, I don’t like the
idea of the government taking care of
3- or 4-year-olds. Right now, there are
still many stay-at-home parents. Not
only that, even when parents don’t
stay home, a lot of times kids stay
with their grandparents or other rel-
atives. This is a big shift in saying the
government should take care of the 3-
and 4-year-olds.

In part, I think, given what we have
seen in the rest of this bill, one of the
reasons the government wants to take
care of these kids is to instill govern-
ment values in those children, which is
not something that we want.

The next thing about the bill that I
think is a shift that we won’t like is we
started off this session talking a little
bit about Black Lives Matter and
things they had that they took off
their website in which they don’t like
an old-fashioned family.

But right now, most income transfer
payments or welfare payments are
based on a certain definition of poverty
in which it is very difficult to get this
money if you are married, particularly
if you are married to someone who has
an income.

It seems, in this bill, we are going to
put more money into programs in
which you cannot get that money un-
less you are not working full time and
certainly very difficult to get that
money if you are married to somebody.
So, in other words, it is a disincentive
to be part of an old-fashioned nuclear
family.

I quote here from the Black Lives
Matter website that was taken down:
We disrupt the Western-prescribed nu-
clear family structure. So that is not
what they want. And, therefore, it is
not surprising that we are putting a lot
more money into programs conditioned
upon adapting a lifestyle other than
the traditional nuclear family.

Recently, outside of the bill, Presi-
dent Biden upped the amount of money
going into the food stamp program.
Right now in America, if you looked at
the difference between 2006 and 2018,
both years in which the economy was
going very well, the number of people
on food stamps in this country in-
creased by 40 percent.

I mean, I would think the goal of an
antipoverty program would be to get
less people in poverty. But, instead, in
that 12-year period, a strong economy
in 2006, a strong economy in 2018, we
have a 40 percent increase in the num-
ber of people on food stamps, which
means, I think, that the people who de-
sign the program are successful by
their own measurement. They are get-
ting more and more people not to work
full time, and they are getting more
and more people not to live in a tradi-
tional nuclear family structure.
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